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As I work through this autopsy chapter and re-do it, 
let me make a few observations to you so that you under- 
stand my reasoning in not taking some of your excellent 
suggestions: 



1) There are a couple of times when I am quoting either 
from Humes or from the WC that stimulate reservations in your 
mindo In the instances that you express the strongest exceptions 
to, I am quoting primarily because the quote itself reveals the 
idiocy or duplicity of the source being quoted. HUmes' account 
of the fireplace is quotable, I feel, for what it reveals about 
him. Thanks to you, I shall now go into what the truth is, but 
I still like his little fairy tale about the blood of Lincoln. 



2) On the matter of the WC explaining (by conjecture, to 
be sure) where the track of the bullet went: I think that is 
revelatory in showing how that Commission arrived at its con- 
clusions. I say this so that you will understand why I have 
handled the quotes in that fashion. Yoyu are a master at tackling 
each false point as it arises — and you can do so as one of the 
top experts in the field. I must take a more dispassionate view 
in order to be measured and, I hope, convincing. My hope is that 
this work will have some traces of objectivity to it. I've even 
tried to listen to and understand Belin and Ford, and I feel it 
strengthens my final product to have done that. 



3) On the adrenals: I understand your point, and I am going to 
tone all of that down. But it is an area, I feel, where most people 
are not aware of what Nichols published. I don't think it is il- 
legitimate to mention here , though I will try to add your caveats 
about the legitimate reasons why Humes would decline to discuss. 

And I believe my position is somewhat justified by Dr. Petty's 
statement that all of the panel was anxious to hear about the 
adrenals . 



A question: On Humes 1 
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5) Why did House Comm, want to let Humes off? Why did they 
want to go easy on him? The hot-shots didn't mind brow-beating 
some other former qovt. people — Helms, Katzenbach, for example? 




I'm missing something here. 

6) You mention that Humes could have had certain obliga- 
tions to members of JFK's family. Doesn't taht fly in the face 
of what an autopsy is supposed to be? Isn't it true that the 
family should have nothing to do with it in a murder case? 

7) On question of Finck being denied the clothing: You say 
the FBI was examining the clothing at about that time. Finck 
flatly said he was denied clothing. Do you think he knew the 
FBI was examining it? Was he lying? Please do not do any re- 
search on this. But if you happen to be able to clarify it, 
let me know your thoughts , please . 

8) I've spent most of this day absorbed in Post Mortem . 
What fascinating mterial. What do you suppose was wrong with 
Flatulent Finck in New Orleans? 

9) Do you have FRAME UP available? How much? 

10) If it isn't a State secret I would be curious to know, 
between us, the identity of the young chap who wanted to get 
together with you on Post Mortem . Bizarre! 

10) I plan to focus a bit on Arlen Specter since he played 
such a key role in the WC and today has become a prominent fi- 
gure. If anything comes to your mind beyond Magic Bullet and 
and the neck shot, I would be a willing lixstener. 



Again, thank you so much for your patience and good 

help. 

With all good wishes, I am, 



Sincerely yours. 




